











































































































































































































































































































Xlll.-4  Prior to the issuance of Improvement Plans, the project applicant shall coordinate with the
City of Rocklin and William Jessup University regarding the placement and design of left-
turn access onto University Avenue. The project applicant’s civil engineer shall
demonstrate to the satisfaction of the City of Rocklin’s Public Services Department that
adequate sight distance would be provided for left/right-turn egress movements and left-
turn ingress movements at project driveways on University Avenue. Driveway sight
distance shall meet applicable Highway Design Manual (HDM) standards. Potential
feasible options to address sight distance limitations include modifying traffic control,
such as installing a roundabout or traffic signal at access points to the project and/or
William Jessup University, restricting turn movements (i.e., eliminate left-turn access), or
relocating driveways. The selection of specific treatment(s) to address sight distance shall
be determined in collaboration with the project applicant, City of Rocklin and William
Jessup University.

The applicant is agreeable to the above mitigation measure; implementation of the above
measure will reduce sight distance constraints impacts to a less than significant level.

Furthermore, the proposed project is evaluated by the City’s Engineering Services Manager to
assess such items as hazards due to a design feature or incompatible uses. In addition, the
proposed project is evaluated by representatives of the City of Rocklin’s Fire and Police
Departments to ensure that adequate emergency access is provided. Through these reviews and
any required changes such as that required by the above mitigation measure, there will be a less
than significant hazard or emergency access impact.
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XVIII. TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES

Potentially Less Than Less Than No Impact for
Significant Significant Significant Impact which
Impact With Impact General
Mitigation Plan EIR is
Sufficient
a) Would the project cause a substantial adverse X
change in the significance of a tribal cultural
resource, defined in Public Resources Code
section 21074 as either a site, feature, place,
cultural landscape that is geographically defined X

in terms of the size and scope of the landscape,
sacred place, or object with cultural value to a
California Native American tribe, and that is:

i) Listed or eligible for listing in the California
Register of Historical Resources, or in a local
register of historical resources as defined in
Public Resources Code section 5020.1(k), or

ii) Aresource determined by the lead agency, in its
discretion and supported by substantial
evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria
set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resources
Code section 5024.1. In applying the criteria set
for in subdivision (c) of Public Resource Code
section 5024.1 the lead agency shall consider
the significance of the resource to a California
Native American tribe.

DISCUSSION OF DETERMINATION

Project Impacts:

The project site does not contain any resources that are listed with the California Register of
Historical Resources or that have been determined by the lead agency to have significance to a
California Native American Tribe. Therefore, no impacts to tribal cultural resources are
anticipated.

Prior Environmental Analysis:

As a “program EIR” under CEQA Guidelines section 15168, the General Plan EIR analyzed the
anticipated impacts that would occur to historical, cultural and paleontological resources within
the Planning area as a result of the future urban development that was contemplated by the
General Plan. These impacts included potential destruction or damage to any historical, cultural,
and paleontological resources (City of Rocklin General Plan Update Draft EIR, 2011, pages 4.8-1
through 4.8-21). Mitigation measures to address these impacts are incorporated into the General
Plan in the Land Use and Open Space, Recreation and Conservation Elements, and include goals
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and policies that encourage the preservation and protection of historical, cultural and
paleontological resources and the proper treatment and handling of such resources when they
are discovered.

The General Plan EIR concluded that despite these goals and policies, significant cultural
resources impacts will occur as a result of development under the General Plan and further, that
these impacts cannot be reduced to a less than significant level. Specifically, the General Plan EIR
found that buildout of the Rocklin General Plan will contribute to cumulative impacts to historic
character. Findings of fact and a statement of overriding considerations were adopted by the
Rocklin City Council in regard to these impacts, which were found to be significant and
unavoidable.

Mitigation Measures from Uniformly Applied Development Policies and Standards:

Historically significant structures and sites as well as the potential for the discovery of unknown
archaeological or paleontological resources as a result of development activities are discussed in
the Rocklin General Plan. Policies and mitigation measures have been included in the General
Plan to encourage the preservation of historically significant known and unknown areas.

All applicable mitigation measures from the General Plan EIR, including the mitigation measures
for cultural resources impacts incorporated as goals and policies in the General Plan, will be
applied to the projects. These serve as uniformly applied development policies and standards
and/or as conditions of approval for these projects to ensure consistency with the General Plan
and compliance with City rules and regulations.

Significance Conclusions:

a. and b. Tribal Cultural Resources —Less Than Significant Impact. Per Assembly Bill 52 (AB-52,
Gatto 2014), as of July 1, 2015 Public Resources Code Sections 21080.3.1 and 21080.3 require
public agencies to consult with the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) and Native
American tribes for the purpose of mitigating impacts to tribal cultural resources; that
consultation process is described in part below:

Within 14 days of determining that an application for a project is complete or a decision
by a public agency to undertake a project, the lead agency shall provide formal
notification to the designated contact of, or a tribal representative of, traditionally and
culturally affiliated California Native American tribes that have requested notice, which
shall be accomplished by means of at least one written notification that includes a brief
description of the proposed project and its location, the lead agency contact information,
and a notification that the California Native American tribe has 30 days to request
consultation pursuant to this section (Public Resources Code Section 21080.1 (d))

As of the writing of this document, the United Auburn Indian Community (UAIC), the lone Band
of Miwok Indians (IBMI), the Shingle Springs Band of Miwok Indians (SSBMI) and the Torres
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Martinez Desert Cahuilla Indians (TMDCI) are the only tribes that are traditionally and culturally
affiliated with the project area that have requested notification. Consistent with Public Resources
Code (PRC) Section 21080.3.1 (d) and per AB-52, the City of Rocklin provided formal notification
of the project and the opportunity to consult on it to the designated contacts of the UAIC, IBMI,
SSBMI and TMDCl in a letter mailed to those organizations on 4/20/22.

Through the City’s past AB-52 consultations with the above noted tribes, the City has historically
only had requests for consultation from the UAIC. Based upon those past consultation efforts
with the UAIC, they will often make a request for a post-ground disturbance site visit and
unanticipated discoveries measure be incorporated into the project.

To address the UAIC’s concerns, the following mitigation measure, agreed to by the applicants,
are being applied to both projects to address the potential for buried Tribal Cultural Resources
(TRCs) that may be unearthed during ground disturbing activities:

XVIll.-1 A minimum of seven days prior to beginning earthwork, clearing and grubbing, or other
soil disturbing activities, the applicant shall notify lead agency of the proposed earthwork
start-date. The lead agency shall contact the United Auburn Indian Community (UAIC) with
the proposed earthwork start-date and a UAIC Tribal Representative or Tribal Monitor
shall be invited to inspect the project site, including any soil piles, trenches, or other
disturbed areas, within the first five days of groundbreaking activity, or as appropriate for
the type and size of project. During this inspection, a UAIC Tribal Representative or Tribal
Monitor may provide an on-site meeting for construction personnel information on TCRs
and workers awareness brochure.

If any TCRs are encountered during this initial inspection, or during any subsequent
construction activities, work shall be suspended within 100 feet of the find and the
measures included in the Inadvertent/Unanticipated Discoveries Mitigation Measure
(XVIII.-2) shall be implemented. Preservation in place is the preferred alternative under
CEQA and UAIC protocols, and every effort must be made to preserve the resources in
place, including through project redesign.

The contractor shall implement any measures deemed by CEQA lead agency to be
necessary and feasible to preserve in place, avoid, or minimize significant effects to the
resources, including the use of a paid Native American Monitor during ground disturbing
activities.

XVIIl.-2 If any suspected TCRs are discovered during ground disturbing construction activities, all
work shall cease within 100 feet of the find, or an agreed upon distance based on the
project area and nature of the find. A Tribal Representative from a California Native
American tribe that is traditionally and culturally affiliated with a geographic area shall
be immediately notified and shall determine if the find is a TCR (PRC §21074). The Tribal
Representative will make recommendations for further evaluation and treatment as
necessary.
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When avoidance is infeasible, preservation in place is the preferred option for mitigation
of TCRs under CEQA and UAIC protocols, and every effort shall be made to preserve the
resources in place, including through project redesign, if feasible. Culturally appropriate
treatment may be, but is not limited to, processing materials for reburial, minimizing
handling of cultural objects, leaving objects in place within the landscape, or returning
objects to a location within the project area where they will not be subject to future
impacts. Permanent curation of TCRs will not take place unless approved in writing by
UAIC or by the California Native American Tribe that is traditionally and culturally
affiliated with the project area.

The contractor shall implement any measures deemed by the CEQA lead agency to be
necessary and feasible to preserve in place, avoid, or minimize impacts to the resource,
including, but not limited to, facilitating the appropriate tribal treatment of the find, as
necessary. Treatment that preserves or restores the cultural character and integrity of a
TCR may include Tribal Monitoring, culturally appropriate recovery of cultural objects, and
reburial of cultural objects or cultural soil.

Work at the discovery location cannot resume until all necessary investigation and
evaluation of the discovery under the requirements of the CEQA, including AB52, have
been satisfied.

These mitigation measures shall be incorporated as notes on the project’s grading and/or
Improvement Plans and shall be implemented prior to any grading or ground/vegetation-
disturbing activities.

The applicants are agreeable to the above mitigation measures; implementation of the above
measures will reduce impacts to tribal cultural resources to a less than significant level. If there
are any additional requests made by the UAIC or other tribes through the AB-52 consultation
process, the City will accept and consider those requests, and if necessary, apply any additional
efforts for the protection of tribal cultural resources by applying then as project conditions of
approval.
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XIX.

UTILITIES AND SERVICE
SYSTEMS
Would the project:

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Impact
for which
General
Plan EIR is
Sufficient

Require or result in the relocation or
construction of new or expanded
water, wastewater treatment or
stormwater drainage, electric power,
natural gas, or telecommunication
facilities, the construction or relocation
of which could cause significant
environmental effects?

b)

Have sufficient water supplies available
to serve the project and reasonably
foreseeable  future  development
during normal, dry and multiple dry
years?

Result in a determination by the
wastewater treatment provider which
serves or may serve the project that it
has adequate capacity to serve the
project’s projected demand in addition
to the provider’s existing
commitments?

d)

Generate solid waste in excess of State
or local standards, or in excess of the
capacity of local infrastructure, or
otherwise impair the attainment of
solid waste reduction goals?

Comply with federal, state, and local
management and reduction statutes
and regulations related to solid waste?

DISCUSSION OF DETERMINATION:

Project Impacts:

The proposed development and occupation of residential and retail commercial projects will
increase the need for utility and service systems, but not to an extent that will impact the ability
of the utility and service providers to adequately provide such services.
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Prior Environmental Review:

As a “program EIR” under CEQA Guidelines section 15168, the General Plan EIR analyzed the
anticipated impacts on utilities and service systems that would occur as a result of the future
urban development that was contemplated by the General Plan. These impacts included
increased generation of wastewater flow, provision of adequate wastewater treatment,
increased demand for solid waste disposal, and increased demand for energy and
communication services (City of Rocklin General Plan Update Draft EIR, 2011, pages 4.13-1
through 4.13-34). The analysis found that while development and buildout of the General Plan
can result in utilities and service system impacts, these impacts would be reduced to a less than
significant level through the application of General Plan goals and policies that would assist in
minimizing or avoiding impacts to utilities and service systems.

These goals and policies include, but are not limited to, requiring studies of infrastructure needs,
proportional share participation in the financial costs of public services and facilities,
coordination of private development projects with public facilities and services needed to serve
the project and encouraging energy conservation in new developments.

Mitigation Measures from Uniformly Applied Development Policies and Standards:

All applicable policies and standards, including the mitigation measures addressing impacts of
urban development under the General Plan on utility and service systems incorporated as goals
and policies in the General Plan, will be applied to the projects. These serve as uniformly applied
development policies and standards and/or as conditions of approval for these projects to ensure
consistency with the General Plan and compliance with City rules and regulations.

Significance Conclusions:

a. and c. Relocation, New or Expanded Utilities — Less than Significant Impact. The proposed
project site is located within the South Placer Municipal Utility District (SPMUD) service area for
sewer. SPMUD has provided a letter regarding the proposed project indicating that the project is
within their service area and eligible for service, provided that their condition requirements and
standard specifications are met. SPMUD has a System Evaluation and Capacity Assurance Plan,
which is periodically updated, to provide sewer to projects located within their service boundary.
The plan includes future expansion as necessary. SPMUD collects participation fees to finance
the maintenance and expansion of its facilities. The proposed project is responsible for complying
with all requirements of SPMUD, including compliance with wastewater treatment standards
established by the Central Valley Water Quality Control Board. The South Placer Wastewater
Authority (SPWA) was created by the City of Roseville, Placer County and SPMUD to provide
regional wastewater and recycled water facilities in southwestern Placer County. The regional
facilities overseen by the SPWA include the Dry Creek and Pleasant Grove Wastewater Treatment
Plants, both of which receive flows from SPMUD (and likewise from Rocklin). To project future
regional wastewater needs, the SPWA prepared the South Placer Regional Wastewater and
Recycled Water Systems Evaluation (Evaluation) in June 2007. The Evaluation indicates that as of
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June 2004, flows to both the wastewater treatment plants were below design flows. Both
wastewater treatment plants are permitted discharges under the National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System (NPDES). Specifically, the Dry Creek Wastewater Treatment Plant (WWTP) is
permitted to discharge an average dry weather flow not to exceed 18 mgd, while the Pleasant
Grove Wastewater Treatment Plant is permitted to discharge an average dry weather flow not
to exceed 12 mgd. According to SPMUD, in 2016 the Dry Creek WWTP had an average dry
weather inflow of 8.2 mgd, with SPMUD’s portion being 1.8 mgd, and the Pleasant Grove WWTP
had an average dry weather inflow of 7.0 mgd, with SPMUD’s portion being 1.9 mgd.
Consequently, both plants are well within their operating capacities and there remains adequate
capacity to accommodate the projected wastewater flows from this project. Therefore, a less
than significant wastewater treatment impact is anticipated.

The proposed project site is located within an area of the City of Rocklin that has been
contemplated for urban development in the Rocklin General Plan, and as such the provision of
storm water drainage, electric power, natural gas and telecommunications facilities to the
project site has been planned for, with much of the necessary distribution infrastructure already
in place within existing public utility rights-of-way. The City of Rocklin coordinates with utility and
service providers as new development or re-development is being proposed.

The proposed projects would be conditioned to require connection into the City’s storm drain
system, with Best Management Practices and/or Low Impact Development features located
within the project’s drainage system at a point prior to where the project site runoff will enter
the City’s storm drain system. Other than on-site improvements, new drainage facilities or
expansion of existing facilities would not be required as a result of these projects.

The project site is within the Pacific Gas & Electric (PG&E) service area for electric power and
natural gas, and as new development occurs, PG&E builds infrastructure on an as needed basis.
Upgrades to existing infrastructure within existing easements (such as roadway right-of-way) are
not anticipated to result in significant environmental effects because existing rights-of-way are
typically paved or otherwise modified from their original natural condition and would not contain
sensitive environmental resources. New infrastructure, if required in previously undisturbed
areas, would be addressed as part of the environmental review for the development of a specific
site/project, or would be subject to separate environmental review.

The project site is within the service area for AT&T, CCl Communications, Wave Broadband and
various wireless service telecommunications providers. Infrastructure for telephone and cable
services is typically installed at the point of initial development and in accordance with service
demand. Similar to electric power and natural gas, upgrades to existing telecommunications
infrastructure within existing easements (such as roadway right-of-way) are not anticipated to
result in significant environmental effects because existing rights-of-way are typically paved or
otherwise modified from their original natural condition and would not contain sensitive
environmental resources. New infrastructure, if required in previously undisturbed areas, would
be addressed as part of the environmental review for the development of a specific site/project,
or would be subject to separate environmental review.

Page 106 of

Mitigated Negative Declaration/Mitigation Monitoring Program
Reso No.



Therefore, the projects are not anticipated to require or result in the relocation or construction
of new or expanded water, wastewater treatment, storm water drainage, electric power, natural
gas or telecommunications facilities, the construction or relocation of which could cause
significant environmental effects and the impact is less than significant.

b. Water Supplies — Less than Significant Impact. The project site is located within the Placer
County Water Agency (PCWA) service area. The PCWA has a Master Plan, which is periodically
updated, to provide water to projects located within their service boundary. The plan includes
future expansion as necessary, and includes the option of constructing additional treatment
plants. The PCWA collects hook-up fees to finance the maintenance and expansion of its facilities.

The PCWA service area is divided into five zones that provide treated and raw water to Colfax,
Auburn, Loomis, Rocklin, Lincoln, small portion of Roseville, unincorporated areas of western
Placer County, and a small community in Martis Valley near Truckee. The project is located in
Zone 1, which is the largest of the five zones. Zone 1 provides water service to Auburn, Bowman,
Ophir, Newcastle, Penryn, Loomis, Rocklin, Lincoln, and portions of Granite Bay.

PCWA has planned for growth in the City of Rocklin and sized the water supply infrastructure to
meet this growth and reasonably foreseeable future development during normal, dry and
multiple dry years (PCWA 2006). PCWA has provided a letter regarding the proposed project
indicating that the project is within their service area and eligible for service upon execution of a
facilities agreement and payment of all required fees and charges. The project site would be
served by the Foothill WTP, which treats water diverted from the American River Pump Station
near Auburn, and the proposed project’s estimated maximum daily water treatment demands
would not exceed the plant’s permitted capacity. Because the proposed projects would be served
by a water treatment plant that has adequate capacity to meet the projects’ projected demand
and would not require the construction of a new water treatment plant, the projects’ water
supply and treatment facility impacts would be considered less than significant.

d. and e. Solid Waste — Less than Significant Impact. The Western Regional landfill, which serves
the Rocklin area, has a total capacity of 36 million cubic yards and a remaining capacity of 29
million cubic yards. The estimated closure year for the landfill is approximately 2036.
Development of the project site with urban land uses was included in the lifespan and capacity
calculations of the landfill, and a less than significant landfill capacity impact would be
anticipated. Federal and State regulations regarding solid waste consist of the Federal
Environmental Protection Agency regulations and the California Integrated Waste Management
Act regulating waste reduction. These regulations primarily affect local agencies and other
agencies such as the Landfill Authority. The projects will comply with all Federal, State, and local
regulations regarding trash and waste and other nuisance-related issues as may be applicable.
Recology would provide garbage collection services to the project sites, provided their access
requirements are met.
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The projects are not expected to include any unusual elements that would generate solid waste
in excess of State and local standards, or in excess of the capacity of local infrastructure or
otherwise impair the attainment of solid waste reduction goals, and the project would comply

with solid waste regulations and the impact would be less than significant.

XX.
If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard
severity zones, would the project:

WILDFIRE

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Impact
for which
General
Plan EIR is

Sufficient

a) Substantially impair an adopted X
emergency response plan or emergency
evacuation plan?

b) Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other X
factors, exacerbate wildfire risks, and
thereby expose project occupants to
pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or
the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire?

c) Require the installation or maintenance of X
associated infrastructure (such as roads,
fuel breaks, emergency water sources,
power lines or other utilities) that may
exacerbate fire risk or that may result in
temporary or ongoing impacts to the
environment?

d) Expose people or structures to significant X
risks, including downslope or downstream
flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff,
post-fire slope instability, or drainage
changes?

DISCUSSION OF DETERMINATION:

Project Impacts:

The development of residential and retail commercial projects at this project site would result in
construction activities and the occupation of the complex which is expected to increase the need
for fire and emergency responses to the project site, but not to an extent that will impact the
ability of the fire and emergency responders to adequately provide such services.

The project site is not located in or near a State Responsibility Area (SRA). There are no locations
in Rocklin that are classified as very high fire hazard severity zones.
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Prior Environmental Review:

As a “program EIR” under CEQA Guidelines section 15168, the General Plan EIR analyzed the
anticipated impacts of wildland fires that would occur as a result of the future urban
development that was contemplated by the General Plan. These impacts included exposure of
people or structures to significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires, impairment
or interference with implementation of emergency response and evacuation plans and
cumulative hazard impacts (City of Rocklin General Plan Update Draft EIR, 2011, pages 4.7-20
through 4.7-28). The analysis found that while development and buildout of the General Plan can
result in wildland fire and emergency response impacts, these impacts would be reduced to a
less than significant level through the application of General Plan goals and policies that would
assist in minimizing or avoiding impacts to utilities and service systems.

These goals and policies include, but are not limited to, maintaining emergency operations plans,
coordination with emergency management agencies, annexation into financing districts for fire
prevention/suppression and emergency response, incorporation of fuel modification/fire hazard
reduction planning, and maintaining interjurisdictional cooperation and coordination.

Mitigation Measures from Uniformly Applied Development Policies and Standards:

All applicable policies and standards, including the mitigation measures addressing impacts of
urban development under the General Plan on wildland fire and emergency response
incorporated as goals and policies in the General Plan, will be applied to the projects. These serve
as uniformly applied development policies and standards and/or as conditions of approval for
these projects to ensure consistency with the General Plan and compliance with City rules and
regulations.

Significance Conclusions:

a. Impair Emergency Response or Evacuation Plan - Less than Significant Impact. The projects
occur on a project site that is contemplated in the Rocklin General Plan for urban development,
and the development of the project site does not include any features that would substantially
impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan. The streets adjacent
to the project site serve as emergency evacuation corridors and would provide direct fire vehicle
access to the site. In addition, the projects have been evaluated by representatives of the City of
Rocklin’s Fire and Police Departments to ensure that adequate emergency access is provided.
Most wildland fires are caused by human activities involving motor vehicles,
construction/maintenance equipment, arson and burning of debris. The addition of impervious
surface cover on the vacant project site may in fact help reduce the potential fire risk. Therefore,
the projects will not substantially impair an adopted emergency response or emergency
evacuation plan and the impact will be less than significant.
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b. and c. Exacerbation of Fire Risk — Less than Significant Impact. The projects occur on a site
that is contemplated in the Rocklin General Plan for urban development, and the development
of the project site does not occur in an area where an exacerbation of fire risk would occur due
to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors. The projects will install new fire hydrants and the
projects will include underground power lines which will reduce the potential for overhead
powerline fires. In addition, construction of roadway improvements and other impervious
surface areas, as well as upgrades to existing infrastructure would help reduce fire risk.
Therefore, the projects will not exacerbate wildfire risk and the impact will be less than
significant.

d. Exposure of People or Structures to Risk — Less than Significant Impact. The project site is
relatively flat and located in an urban area where there would be no downslope or downstream
flooding or landslides that would result from runoff, post-fire instability or drainage changes.
Therefore, the projects will not expose people or structures to significant risks and the impact
will be less than significant.
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XXI.

MANDATORY FINDINGS OF
SIGNIFICANCE

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Impact
for which
General
Plan EIR is
Sufficient

Does the project have the potential

X

to substantially degrade the quality
of the environment, substantially
reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife
species, cause a fish or wildlife
population to drop below self-
sustaining levels, threaten to
eliminate a plant or animal
community, substantially reduce the
number or restrict the range of an
endangered, rare or threatened
species or eliminate important
examples of the major periods of
California history or prehistory?

b) Does the project have impacts that X
are limited, but cumulatively
considerable? (“Cumulatively
considerable” means that the
incremental effects of a project are
considerable when viewed in
connection with the effects of past
projects, the effects of other current
projects, and the effects of probably
future projects)?

c) Does the project have environmental X
effects which will cause substantial
adverse effects on human beings,
either directly or indirectly?

DISCUSSION OF DETERMINATION:

Project Impacts:

The preceding analysis demonstrates that these effects will not occur as a consequence of the
projects.

Significance Conclusions:

a. Degradation of Environment Quality — Less than Significant with Mitigation. The
proposed project site is partly surrounded by disturbed and developed land. Based on the project
location and the application of mitigation measures for potential biological resources and cultural
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resources as discussed above, the proposed project does not have the potential to: substantially
reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below
self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, substantially reduce
the number or restrict the range of an endangered, rare or threatened species, or eliminate
important examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory. Although the
proposed project could cause a significant effect on the environment, there will not be a
significant effect in this case because of the project design and the application of the
recommended mitigation measures and the City’s uniformly applied development policies and
standards that will reduce the potential impacts to a less than significant level. Therefore, the
projects will have less than significant impacts with mitigation.

b. Cumulatively Considerable Impacts — Less than Significant Impact. Development in the
South Placer region as a whole will contribute to regional air pollutant emissions, thereby
delaying attainment of Federal and State air quality standards, regardless of development activity
in the City of Rocklin and application of mitigation measures. As a result of this potential
degradation of the quality of the environment, the General Plan EIR, which assumed the
development of the proposed project site, determined that there would be significant and
unavoidable cumulative air quality impacts. The project-specific air quality analysis discussed
above demonstrated that the proposed projects would have a less than significant cumulative air
quality and greenhouse gas emissions impact. Therefore, the projects would have less than
significant impacts.

Development in the City and the South Placer region as a whole will alter viewsheds as mixed
urban development occurs on vacant land. In addition, new development will also generate new
sources of light and glare; as a result, the General Plan EIR determined that there would be
significant and unavoidable cumulative aesthetic impacts. Development of the proposed project
site represents conversion of the same vacant land area that was analyzed in the General Plan
EIR. Therefore, the projects would have less than significant impacts.

Development in the City and the South Placer region as a whole will result in cumulative, long-
term impacts on biological resources (vegetation and wildlife), due to the introduction of
domestic landscaping, homes, paved surfaces, and the relatively constant presence of people
and pets, all of which negatively impact vegetation and wildlife habitat. As a result, the General
Plan EIR, which assumed the development of the proposed project site, determined that there
would be significant and unavoidable cumulative biological resource impacts, both at a project-
specific Rocklin General Plan buildout level as it relates to biological resources solely within the
City of Rocklin, as well as in the context of a cumulative contribution from Rocklin General Plan
buildout as it relates to biological resources in the region. Development of the proposed project
represents conversion of the same vacant land area that was analyzed in the General Plan EIR.
Therefore, the projects would have less than significant impacts.

Development in the City and the South Placer region as a whole will result in significant noise
impacts as a result of the introduction of new noise sources and additional traffic and people. As
a result, the General Plan EIR, which assumed the development of the proposed project site,
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determined that there would be significant and unavoidable cumulative noise impacts. The
project-specific noise analysis discussed above demonstrated that the proposed projects would
have a less than significant cumulative noise impact with mitigation. Therefore, the project would
have less than significant impacts.

Development in the City and the South Placer region as a whole will result in significant
transportation/traffic impacts as a result of the creation of additional housing, employment and
purchasing opportunities which generate vehicle trips. As a result, the General Plan EIR, which
assumed the development of the proposed project site, determined that there would be
significant and unavoidable cumulative transportation/traffic impacts. The project-specific traffic
analysis discussed above demonstrated that the proposed project would have a less than
significant cumulative traffic impact. Therefore, the projects would have less than significant
impacts.

The approval of the proposed projects would not result in any new impacts that are limited, but
cumulatively considerable, that are not already disclosed in the previously prepared
environmental documents cited in this report. Therefore, the projects would have less than
significant impacts.

c. Adverse Effects to Humans — Less than Significant Impact. Because the development of the
proposed project site represents conversion of the same land area that was analyzed in the
General Plan EIR, the projects would not have environmental effects that would cause substantial
adverse effect on human beings, either directly or indirectly beyond those that were previously
identified in the General Plan EIR. Therefore, the projects would have less than significant
impacts.
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MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT

Estia at Rocklin (GPA2021-0001, Z2021-0001, PDG2021-0002, DR2021-0012, DL2021-0004) and
University Commercial (DR2022-0002, U2022—0001 and DL2022-0001)

Project Name and Description

The Estia at Rocklin project is a request for approval of General Plan Amendment, Rezone, and
General Development Plan Amendment to convert a 20 +/- acre portion of the existing 30 +/-
acre site from Business Professional (BP) and Planned Development Commercial (PD-C) to
Medium High Density Residential (MHDR) and Planned Development Residential, 10 dwelling
units/acre (PD-10), a Design Review to approve the site design, parking, landscaping and
architecture of a 181-unit single-story apartment home community on 20 +/- acres, and a
Tentative Parcel Map to create two lots consistent with the zone boundary change (a 20 +/- acre
lot and a 10 +/- acre lot). The Estia at Rocklin project would include parking and landscaping as
well as indoor and outdoor amenities such as a gym, meeting space and swimming pool.

The University Commercial project is a request for approval of a Tentative Parcel Map, Design
Review and Conditional Use Permit entitlements to create a 10 +/- acre retail commercial site
consisting of a 4-story, 78,416 +/- square foot (sf) hotel, a 3,700 +/- sf convenience store/gas
station with 6 fueling stations, a 2,500 sf +/- quick serve restaurant with drive-through, a 2,200
sf +/- quick serve restaurant with drive-through, a 7,700 sf +/- in-line retail shop, a 7,800 sf +/-
in-line retail shop, a 9,900 sf +/- daycare facility, and an outdoor gathering space with enhanced
paving, seating and enhanced landscaping. For more detail please refer to the Project Description
set forth in Section 3 of this Initial Study.

Project Location

The project site is comprised of one undeveloped parcel located northwest of the intersection
of Sunset Boulevard and University Avenue and east of SR-65, within the City of Rocklin. The
Assessor’s Parcel Number is 017-276-007.

The property owners are Joseph Mohamed, Trustee of the Joseph Mohamed, Sr. and Shirley M.
Mohamed Charitable Remainder Unitrust Il. The applicants are Jeff Pemstein with Towne
Development of Sacramento, Inc. (Estia at Rocklin) and Greg Bardini with Morton & Pitalo, Inc.
(University Commercial).

Basis for Mitigated Negative Declaration Determination

The City of Rocklin finds that as originally submitted the proposed project could have a significant
effect on the environment. However, revisions in the project have been made by or agreed to by
the project proponent, which will avoid these effects or mitigate these effects to a point where
clearly nosignificant effect will occur. Therefore, a MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION has been
prepared. The Initial Study supporting the finding stated above and describing the mitigation
measures including in the project is incorporated herein by this reference. This determination is
based upon the criteria of the Guidelines of the State Secretary of Resources Section 15064 —
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Determining the Significance of the Environmental Effects Caused by a Project, Section 15065 —
Mandatory Findings of Significance, and 15070 — Decision to Prepare a Negative Declaration or
Mitigated Negative Declaration, and the mitigation measures described in the Mitigation
Monitoring Plan for this Project.

Date Circulated for Review: May 7, 2022

Date Adopted:

Signature:

David Mohlenbrok, Community Development Department Director
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MITIGATION MONITORING PROGRAM
Estia at Rocklin (GPA2021-0001, Z2021-0001, PDG2021-0002, DR2021-0012, DL2021-0004) and
University Commercial (DR2022-0002, U2022—0001 and DL2022-0001)

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA, Public Resources Code Section 21000 et seq., as
amended by Chapter 1232) requires all lead agencies before approving a proposed project to
adopt a reporting and monitoring program for adopted or required changes to mitigate or avoid
significant environmental effects. The reporting or monitoring program shall be designed to
ensure compliance during project implementation as required by AB 3180 (Cortese) effective on
January 1, 1989 and Public Resources Code Section 21081.6. This law requires the lead agency
responsible for the certification of an environmental impact report or adoption of a mitigated
negative declaration to prepare and approve a program to both monitor all mitigation measures
and prepare and approve a report on the progress of the implementation of those measures.

The responsibility for monitoring assignments is based upon the expertise or authority of the
person(s) assigned to monitor the specific activity. The City of Rocklin Community Development
Director or his designee shall monitor to assure compliance and timely monitoring and reporting
of all aspects of the mitigation monitoring program.

The Mitigation Monitoring Plan identifies the mitigation measures associated with the project
and identifies the monitoring activities required to ensure their implementation through the use
of a table format. The columns identify Mitigation Measure, Implementation and Monitoring
responsibilities. Implementation responsibility is when the project through the development
stages is checked to ensure that the measures are included prior to the actual construction of the
project such as: Final Map (FM), Improvement Plans (IP), and Building Permits (BP). Monitoring
responsibility identifies the department responsible for monitoring the mitigation
implementation such as: Economic and Community Development (ECD), Public Services (PS),
Community Facilities (CFD), Police (PD), and Fire Departments (FD).

The following table presents the Mitigation Monitoring Plan with the Mitigation Measures,
Implementation, and Monitoring responsibilities. After the table is a general Mitigation
Monitoring Report Form, which will be used as the principal reporting form for this, monitoring
program. Each mitigation measure will be listed on the form and provided to the responsible
department.

Revisions in the project plans and/or proposal have been made and/or agreed to by the applicant
prior to this Negative Declaration being released for public review which will avoid the effects or
mitigate those effects to a point where clearly no significant effects will occur. There is no
substantial evidence before the City of Rocklin that the project as revised may have a significant
effect on the environment, pursuant to CEQA Guidelines, Section 15070. These mitigation
measures are as follows:

Page 117 of
Mitigated Negative Declaration/Mitigation Monitoring Program
Reso No.



MITIGATION MEASURES:

Biological Resources: Special-Status Plant Species

IV.-1

Prior to any grading or construction activities, pre-construction protocol-level surveys shall
be conducted by a qualified biologist on the portions of the project site that were not
surveyed previously, in order to identify the presence of any of the following special-status
plant species: Big-Scale Balsamroot (Balsamorhiza macrolepis var. macrolepis), Dwarf
Downingia (Downingia pusilla), Legenere (Legenere limosa), Boggs Lake hedge-hyssop
(Gratiola heterosepala), Ahart’s Dwarf Rush (Juncus leiospermus var. ahartii), and
Pincushion Navarretia (Navarretia myersii ssp. Myersii). Pre-construction protocol-level
surveys shall be conducted during the appropriate blooming period (March-October) for
all plant species to adequately ensure recognition of potentially-occurring species. Surveys
shall be conducted in accordance with the “Guidelines for Conducting and Reporting
Botanical Inventories for Federally Listed, Proposed, and Candidate Plants (USFWS 2000)”,
the “Botanical Survey Guidelines of the California Native Plant Society (CNPS 2002)”, and
“Protocols for Surveying and Evaluating Impacts to Special Status Native Plant Populations
and Natural Communities (CDFW 2018)”, or more recent protocols in use at that time.
The results of the surveys shall be submitted to California Department of Fish & Game and
the City of Rocklin for review.

If, as a result of the survey(s), special-status plant species are determined not to occur on
the sites, further action shall not be required. If special-status plant species are detected,
locations of these occurrences shall be mapped with GPS and consultation with California
Department of Fish & Game shall be initiated, and a mitigation plan shall be prepared
based on the consultation. The plan shall detail the various mitigation approaches to
ensure no net loss of plant species.

This mitigation measure shall be incorporated as notes on the project’s grading and/or
Improvement plans and shall be implemented prior to any grading or ground/vegetation-
disturbing activities.

IMPLEMENTATION:

Prior to the start of grading or construction activities, the applicant shall submit documentation
of a survey for special-status plant species to the City’s Environmental Coordinator, as detailed
above. If the survey results are negative, no further mitigation is required. If the survey results
are positive, the locations of these occurrences shall be mapped with GPS and consultation with
California Department of Fish & Wildlife shall be initiated, and a mitigation plan shall be prepared
based on the consultation.

RESPONSIBILITY:

Applicant/Developer

Community Development Department
California Department of Fish and Wildlife
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MITIGATION MEASURES:

Biological Resources: Raptors and Migratory Birds

Iv.-2

The applicant/developer shall attempt to time the removal of potential nesting habitat for
raptors and migratory birds to avoid the nesting season (February 1 through September
15).

If tree and vegetation removal and/or project grading or construction activities would
occur during the nesting season for raptors and migratory birds (February-September 1),
the developer and/or contractor shall hire a qualified biologist approved by the City to
conduct pre-construction surveys no more than 14 days prior to initiation of tree and
vegetation removal activities. The survey shall cover all areas of suitable nesting habitat
within 500 feet of project activity and shall be valid for one construction season. Prior to
the start of tree and vegetation removal activities, documentation of the survey shall be
provided to the City of Rocklin Engineering Department and if the survey results are
negative, no further mitigation is required and necessary tree and vegetation removal may
proceed. If there is a break in construction activities of more than 14 days, then subsequent
surveys shall be conducted.

The survey shall include a targeted Swainson’s hawk nest survey throughout all publicly
accessible areas within a % mile radius of the proposed construction area. If active
Swainson’s hawk nests are found within % mile of the construction area, construction
within % mile of the nest will not commence until a qualified biologist determines that the
young have fledged or it is determined that the nesting attempt has failed. If work within
Y% mile of the active nest is desired, the developer shall consult with the biologist and the
City to determine if the nest buffer can be reduced and what (if any) additional nest
monitoring may be necessary. If there is a break in construction activity of more than 14
days, then subsequent surveys shall be conducted.

If the survey results are positive (active nests are found), impacts shall be avoided by the
establishment of appropriate buffers. The biologist shall consult with the California
Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) and the City to determine the size of an
appropriate buffer area (CDFW guidelines recommend implementation of 500-foot
buffers). Monitoring of the nest by a qualified biologist may be required if the activity has
the potential to adversely affect an active nest.

If construction activities are scheduled to occur during the non-breeding season
(September 2 —January 31), a survey is not required and no further studies are necessary.

This mitigation measure shall be incorporated as notes on the project’s grading and/or
Improvement Plans and shall be implemented prior to any grading or ground/vegetation-
disturbing activities.
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IMPLEMENTATION:

Prior to the start of grading or construction activities to occur within the nesting season, the
applicant shall submit documentation of a survey for nesting raptors and migratory birds to the
City’s Engineering Department. If the survey results are negative, no further mitigation is
required. If the survey results are positive, the biologist shall consult with the City and the
California Department of Fish and Wildlife as detailed above.

RESPONSIBILITY

Applicant/Developer

Engineering Division and Community Development Department
California Department of Fish and Wildlife
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MITIGATION MEASURES:

Biological Resources: Swainson’s Hawk Foraging Habitat

IV.-3  Within the six (6) months prior to construction, the project biologist will search the CNDDB
and coordinate with CDFW regarding records that have been received but not entered into
the database to determine the closest active nest to the project area. An active nest is
defined as a nest with documented Swainson’s hawk use within the past 5 years.
Depending on the distance from an active Swainson’s hawk nest to the project area, the
applicant shall mitigate for the loss of suitable Swainson’s hawk foraging habitat by
implementing one of the below measures:

e Active nest identified within 1 mile of the project area: One acre of suitable
foraging habitat shall be protected for each acre of suitable foraging habitat
developed.

e Active nest identified within 5 miles (but greater than 1 mile) of the project area:
0.75 acre suitable foraging habitat shall be protected for each acre of suitable
foraging habitat developed.

e Active nest identified within 10 miles (but greater than 5 miles) of the project area:
0.5 acre suitable foraging habitat shall be protected for each acre of suitable
foraging habitat developed.

e If there are no active nests within 10 miles of the project, no foraging habitat
mitigation is required.

The mitigation may be in the form of mitigation bank credits, conservation easements, fee
title to an appropriate entity, or other land protection mechanism acceptable to the City.
The location of the habitat area is encouraged, but not required to be within Placer
County. Habitats located within the north half of the Central Valley, from the Stanislaus
River to Redding shall be deemed acceptable. The applicant shall verify that this condition
has been met to the satisfaction of the Community Development Director.

This mitigation measure shall be incorporated as notes on the project’s grading and/or
Improvement Plans and shall be implemented prior to any grading or ground/vegetation-

disturbing activities.

IMPLEMENTATION:

If an active Swainson’s hawk nest tree is located in proximity to the project site, prior to the start
of grading or construction activities, the applicant shall submit documentation of providing
mitigation for Swainson’s hawk foraging habitat as detailed above to the satisfaction of the
Community Development Director.

RESPONSIBILITY

Applicant/Developer

Engineering Division and Community Development Department
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MITIGATION MEASURES:

Biological Resources: Western Spadefoot Toad

IvV.-4

A pre-construction nocturnal acoustic survey of all publicly accessible areas within 300 feet
of the potential breeding habitat to the north of the project site for western spadefoot
toad should be conducted by a qualified biologist. The acoustic survey shall take place in
the spring and will consist of walking through the area and listening for the distinctive
snore-like call of this species. Timing and methodology for the aquatic and acoustic
surveys shall be based on those described in “Distribution of the Western Spadefoot (Spea
hammondii) in the Northern Sacramento Valley of California, with Comments on Status
and Survey Methodology (Shedd 2017)”.

As an alternative to the nocturnal acoustic study, prior to any grading or construction
activities, but no longer than 28 days before, a pre-construction protocol-level survey for
western spadefoot toad shall be conducted by a qualified biologist, to determine presence
or absence of this species on the project sites. The survey shall be conducted in accordance
with those described in “Distribution of the Western Spadefoot (Spea hammondii) in the
Northern Sacramento Valley of California, with Comments on Status and Survey
Methodology (Shedd 2017)”. If western spadefoot toads are not found within the project
sites, no further mitigation is required. If juvenile or adult spadefoot toads are found
within the proposed construction area, the applicant shall install a keyed in silt fence along
the edge of the proposed impact area that falls within 300 feet of the aquatic habitat to
prevent metamorphosed individuals from dispersing into the construction area.)

If a spadefoot toad is observed on the site, work shall cease in the area until the frog can
be moved to a safe location consistent with California Department of Fish & Wildlife
requlations. The survey shall be valid for 28 days; if construction does not start within 28
days of the survey, or if construction activities stop for more than 28 days, a new survey
shall be conducted.

This mitigation measure shall be incorporated as notes on the project’s grading and/or
Improvement Plans and shall be implemented prior to any grading or ground/vegetation-
disturbing activities.

IMPLEMENTATION:

Prior to the start of grading or construction activities, the applicant shall submit documentation
of a survey for western spadefoot toad to the City’s Engineering Department, as detailed above.
If the survey results are negative, no further mitigation is required. If the survey results are
positive, the biologist shall consult with the California Department of Fish and Wildlife and the
City and take additional measures as detailed above.

Page 122 of
Mitigated Negative Declaration/Mitigation Monitoring Program
Reso No.



RESPONSIBILITY
Applicant/Developer
Engineering Division and Community Development Department
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MITIGATION MEASURES:

Biological Resources: Worker Environmental Awareness Training

IV.-5 Prior to any ground-disturbing or vegetation-removal activities, a Worker Environmental
Awareness Training (WEAT) shall be prepared and administered to the construction crews.
The WEAT will include the following: discussion of the state and federal Endangered Species
Acts, the Clean Water Act, the project’s permits and CEQA documentation, and associated
mitigation measures; consequences and penalties for violation or noncompliance with these
laws and regulations; identification of special-status wildlife, location of any avoided Waters
of the U.S.; hazardous substance spill prevention and containment measures; and the
contact person in the event of the discovery of a special-status wildlife species. The WEAT
will also discuss the different habitats used by the species’ different life stages and the
annual timing of these life stages. A handout summarizing the WEAT information shall be
provided to workers to keep on-site for future reference. Upon completion of the WEAT
training, workers shall sign a form stating they attended the training, understand the
information and will comply with the regulations discussed. A copy of these forms shall be
provided to the City of Rocklin. Workers will be shown the project limits during the WEAT
training; worker access should be restricted along undeveloped project limits to minimize
the potential for inadvertent environmental impacts.

This mitigation measure shall be incorporated as notes on the project’s grading and/or
Improvement Plans and shall be implemented prior to any grading or ground/vegetation-
disturbing activities.

IMPLEMENTATION:
Prior to the start of grading or construction activities, the applicant shall submit documentation
of a Worker Environmental Awareness Training being provided to the construction crews.

RESPONSIBILITY:
Applicant/Developer
Engineering Division and Community Development Department
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MITIGATION MEASURES:

Biological Resources: Waters of the U.S and federally-protected vernal pool species

IV.-6  Prior to any grading or construction activities, the appropriate Section 404 permit will
need to be acquired for any project-related impacts to waters of the U.S. Any waters of
the U.S. that would be lost or disturbed should be replaced or rehabilitated on a “no-net-
loss” basis in accordance with the Corps’ mitigation guidelines. Habitat restoration,
rehabilitation, and/or replacement should be at a location and by methods agreeable to
the Corps. In association with the Section 404 permit and prior to the issuance of
improvement plans, a Section 401 water quality certification from the Regional Water
Quality Control Board and a USFWS Biological Opinion shall be obtained. All terms and
conditions of said permits shall be complied with.

Prior to any grading or construction activities, the applicant shall submit documentation
to the Engineering Department that they have obtained an Army Corps of Engineers
Section 404 permit, a Regional Water Quality Control Board Section 401 water quality
certification, and a United States Fish and Wildlife Service Biological Opinion. The
applicant shall also demonstrate to the Engineering Department that they have
implemented habitat restoration, rehabilitation, and/or replacement as stipulated in their
Section 404 permit. The applicant shall also demonstrate to the Engineering Department
how they have, or intend to, comply with the terms and conditions of the Section 404
permit, the Section 401 water quality certification, and the Biological Opinion.

This mitigation measure shall be incorporated as notes on the project’s grading and/or
Improvement Plans and shall be implemented prior to any grading or ground/vegetation-

disturbing activities.

IMPLEMENTATION:

Prior to any grading or construction activities, the applicant shall submit documentation to the
Engineering Division that they have obtained an Army Corps of Engineers Section 404 permit, a
Regional Water Quality Control Board Section 401 water quality certification and a USFWS
Biological. The applicant shall also demonstrate that they have implemented habitat restoration,
rehabilitation, and/or replacement as stipulated in their Section 404 permit. The applicant shall
also demonstrate how they have, or intend to, comply with the terms and conditions of the
Section 404 permit, the Section 401 water quality certification the Biological Opinion.

RESPONSIBILITY

Applicant/Developer

Engineering Division and Community Development Department
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Regional Water Quality Control Board
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MITIGATION MEASURES:

Cultural Resources:

V.-1 Ifaninadvertent discovery of cultural materials (e.g., unusual amounts of shell, charcoal,
animal bone, bottle glass, ceramics, burned soil, structure/building remains) or tribal cultural
resources is made during project-related construction activities, ground disturbances in the area
of the find shall be halted and a qualified professional archaeologist, the Environmental Services
Manager and the Native American Heritage Commission shall be notified regarding the discovery.
The archaeologist shall determine whether the resource is potentially significant as per CEQA (i.e.,
whether it is a historical resource, a unique archaeological resource, a unique paleontological
resource, or a tribal cultural resource) and shall develop specific measures to ensure preservation
of the resource or to mitigate impacts to the resource if it cannot feasibly be preserved in light of
costs, logistics, technological considerations, the location of the find, and the extent to which
avoidance and/or preservation of the find is consistent or inconsistent with the design and
objectives of the project. Specific measures for significant or potentially significant resources
would include, but are not necessarily limited to, preservation in place, in-field documentation,
archival research, subsurface testing, and excavation. The specific type of measure necessary
would be determined according to evidence indicating degrees of resource integrity, spatial and
temporal extent, and cultural associations, and would be developed in a manner consistent with
CEQA guidelines for preserving or otherwise mitigating impacts to archaeological and cultural
artifacts and tribal cultural resources.

In the event of the accidental discovery or recognition of any human remains, there shall be no
further excavation or disturbance of the site or any nearby area reasonably suspected to overlie
adjacent human remains, until compliance with the provisions of Sections 15064.5 (e) (1) and (2)
of the CEQA Guidelines, as well as Public Resources Code Section 5097.98, has occurred. If any
human remains are discovered, all work shall stop in the immediate vicinity of the find and the
County Coroner shall be notified, according to Section 7050.5 of the California Health and Safety
Code. The City’s Environmental Services Manager shall also be notified. If the remains are Native
American, the Coroner will notify the Native American Heritage Commission, which in turn will
inform a most likely descendant. The descendant will then recommend to the landowner
appropriate disposition of the remains and any grave goods, and the landowner shall comply with
the requirements of AB2641 (2006).

This mitigation measure shall be incorporated as notes on the project’s grading and/or
Improvement Plans and shall be implemented prior to any grading or ground/vegetation-
disturbing activities.

IMPLEMENTATION:

If evidence of undocumented cultural resources is discovered during grading or construction
operations, ground disturbance in the area shall be halted and a qualified professional
archaeologist, the City’s Environmental Services Manager and the Native American Heritage
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Commission shall be notified regarding the discovery. Other procedures as specifically noted in
the mitigation measure shall also be followed and complied with.

RESPONSIBILITY:
Applicant/Developer

Community Development Department
Native American Heritage Commission
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MITIGATION MEASURES:

Noise: Exterior Noise Levels

Xlll.-1 The project shall install six-foot and eight-foot masonry walls in locations as depicted on
Figure 3, Preliminary Fence Plan, in the RCH Group Rocklin 30 Estia Homes By Towne
Development Project Noise Technical Report dated February 2022.

This mitigation measure shall be incorporated as notes on the project’s Improvement Plans and
shall be implemented during construction.

IMPLEMENTATION:
This mitigation measure shall be incorporated as notes on the project’s Improvement Plans and
shall be implemented during construction.

RESPONSIBILITY:
Applicant/Developer
Engineering Division and Community Development Department
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ATTACHMENT B — ESTIA AT ROCKLIN AND UNIVERSITY COMMERCIAL SITE PLAN

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

APN:017-276-007
=

COMPREHENSIVE SITE PLAN
ESTIA AT ROCKLIN

CITY OF ROCKLIN
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